UNIONISM IN POWER
Venezuela and the U.S.A.
Lord Salisbury had not been many months in office before he found himself involved in a sharp dispute with the United States on the question of the boundary between the State of Venezuela and British Guiana. It was in itself a trivial affair, concerning a few square miles of swamp and jungle, but President Cleveland saw in it a challenge to the American Monroe Doctrine, which since the beginning of the nineteenth century had been a diplomatic sign-post warning European Governments off intervention on the American Continent. In their dispute with Great Britain, the Venezuelans appealed to the Government *of the United States, which warmly espoused their cause and announced through the President that it " would resist by every means in its power as a wilful aggression upon its rights and interests " the appropriation by Great Britain of any territory which " after investigation it had determined of right belonged to Venezuela." President Cleveland added that in saying this he " was fully alive to the responsibility incurred and to the consequences that may follow." (December, 1895.)
Lord Salisbury, who appears to have forgotten the Monroe Doctrine, was greatly astonished at this language, and for a short time there was ominous talk about the " consequences " indicated in this passage. Angry dispatches passed between the two Governments, and for some months it looked as if no solution could be found. But both the British and American publics were keenly alive to the absurdity and wickedness of starting a great war on a matter about which neither of them cared two straws, and after an interval in which it remained dormant, the question was settled
;, amicably by arbitration (1899).    The incident was, nevertheless, a sharp warning of possible causes of trouble with
? the United States to which, till then, scarcely a thought
fi tad been given.   In 1903, when it was a question of collecting
debts with the aid of gun-boats in the same Central American
iState, Germany drew down upon herself an even sharper
warning, but on this occasion the British Government, which
Sad learnt from experience, was careful not to offend American
/susceptibilities.y used firm language to the French about the incident in   Siam  in   1893,  and  again in  1895  when the     Grey declaration " was formulated warning the French that their saw " a great sincerity."arts of turning corners and parrying thrusts.   It was all useless. No argument about the strictly subordinate character of the proposed Irish Parliament prevailed against the view of its opponents that it meant separation and the disruption of the    fg/ Empire.   When the Bill reached the House of Lords it was    Id rejected by a majority of 419 to 41 on its second reading   *?' Ie prevailed at the time arxd induced the Powers to co-operate in setting up a tolerable Government for the Christian subjects of the Turk, the whole
